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delegations, including those of the U.S.S.R., Poland, Czechoslovakia,
Norway, Finland, Holland, and Switzerland. Mr. Norman Davis was
in favour of permanent and automatic supervision, subject to the
reservation that the United States would not be required to take part
in any sanctions for non-observance. The representatives of Great
Britain, Germany, Italy, Japan, and Hungary reserved their opinion
on the French amendment. On the other hand, the French and cer-
tain other delegations reserved their opinion on the final article of the
draft convention which provided for the suppression of the dis-
armament clauses of the Peace Treaties.
The General Commission completed its preliminary examination
of the draft convention and approved the recommendations of the
Bureau on the 1st June, and it did not meet again until the 6th June.
On that day1 it had a general discussion on a report2 from the Com-
mittee for the Regulation of the Trade in, and Private and State
Manufacture of, Arms and Implements of War. This report showed
that there was a fundamental divergence of views on all the more
important issues which had come under examination by the com-
mittee. Four delegations—those of France, Spain, Denmark, and
Poland—had submitted proposals for the abolition of the private
manufacture of arms. The Turkish delegation had suggested the
internationalization of all arms manufacture and the Persian delega-
tion had declared itself ready to agree to the abolition of private
manufacture if state manufacture was internationalized. On the
other hand, five delegations (Great Britain, the United States, Japan,
Italy, and Germany) were of opinion that the dangers likely to arise
from the abolition of private manufacture would be greater than
those inherent in its existence. In these circumstances, the committee
decided to refer the two questions of the internationalization of all
arms manufacture and the abolition of private manufacture to the
General Commission for decision, and its report merely summarized
the arguments for and against the abolition of private manufacture.3
1 The Commission also took note on the 6th June of a communication from
the President of the Committee for Moral Disarmament forwarding a resolution,
which had been adopted by the committee on the 2nd June, which expressed
the opinion that 'provisions should forthwith be drawn up concerning moral
disarmament, these provisions to stand on the same footing as the provisions
regarding material disarmament in the final texts to be adopted by the
Conference'.	2 Document Conf. D. 160.
3 The report also contained the replies which had been received to the
questionnaire on arms manufacture that had been circulated on the 28th
October, 1932 (see the Survey for 1932, p. 298), together with preliminary and
inconclusive reports from sub-committees on the manufacture of arms and
the trade in arms and from a technical committee on categories of arms.

